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Abstract. The variation of fusion cross-sectiog;(,) with energy in thel?C+12C collision is

linked to the underlying resonance phenomenon through the behavior of reaction cross-ggction (
of which g; . is taken as a part. The calculationa@f, is done through an energy-dependent imagi-
nary potential in the optical model potential (OMP). Through dispersion relation, such an imaginary
potential gives rise to energy-dependent real potential which is incorporated in the OMP. In our cal-
culation, a form of potential for the nuclear part which has a soft repulsive in-built core is introduced
based on similar works done earlier. The calculated resulti ohre used to explain the oscillatory
structure, astrophysic&factor and the decreasing trend at higher energies of the experinseptal

data in the case d£C+12C system with remarkable success. The potential used for fusion calcula-
tion is tested for fitting elastic scattering data at some energies and is found good in forward angles.
Further improvement of the fitting of these data is obtained by incorporating a coupling potential in
the surface region. About twenty resonances are observed in our calculation in the specific partial

waves and some of them are found close to the experimentally identified resonatfesitC
reaction. Thus, we provide an integrated and comprehensive analysis of fusion, resonance and scat-

tering data in the best studied case'#+12C reaction within the framework of optical potential
model.
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1. Introduction

Over the years, extensive experimental as well as theoretical works have been carried out
for the process of fusion besides elastic scattering and resonance phenomena in the case of
12Cc+12¢ system [1-6]. The large amount of measured data of fusion cross-sextign (

[1,2,7] over a wide range of energy can be set in three regions: (I) 2-6 MeV, (Il) 6—26 MeV
and (1) 26-60 MeV. With reference to the Coulomb barkigr~ 6 MeV in this system,

the regions |, Il and Il can be termed as sub-barrier, above barrier and high energy regions,
respectively. In each of these regions, we find some important features in the reay|ts of

The region | shows oscillation in the form of cross-section fagterE .mo; exp(2m) and

draws attention in the astrophysical studies [2,7]. HEgg,andn stand for incident center

of mass energy and Sommerfeld Coulomb parameter, respectively. Region Il also shows
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oscillation ino; ¢ with 3—4 distinct peaks dcm ~ 10, 14, 21 and 26 MeV [1]. In region
11, we find thatoy ; decreases with further increasefaf, [1].

The measurements for resonance energy in‘#a-12C reaction record several reso-
nances in specific orbital angular momenta [4] and they are usually considered as nuclear
molecular resonances in the literature [8].

A natural way to analyze these data is the microscopic coupled channel (CC) calculation
besides many macroscopic models developed for specific events. However, there is hardly
any approach which is fully successful in explaining the data of fusion, resonance and
scattering processes in one platform. In this paper, we address these three phenomena of
12C+12C reaction in a coherent manner within the framework of optical model.

In the conventional compound nucleus model for fusion, the nuclear reaction is visual-
ized in two steps: penetrating first, then decaying. Once the outside barrier is transmitted
through, fusion or compound nucleus is assumed to be inevitable. Based on this concept,
the well-known barrier transmission model [9] and its improvement over the years [10-12]
are seen to be quite remarkable in the analysis of heavy ion (HI) fusion data. Even the
more microscopic CC calculation [13] is based on this idea adopted in terms of imposing
a boundary condition on the incoming wave. However, these models of fusion may not be
applicable to fusion of light nuclei lik&’C+12C, because the penetrating particle may still
remember its phase factor of the wave function. In this situation, the selective resonant
tunneling (SRT) model for fusion presented bydtial [14] is quite interesting. In this
model,o; ¢ is considered as part of the total reaction cross-sectipnirf the presence of
resonances. A weakly absorbing potential used in the analysis of nucleus—nucleus reac-
tion involving light nuclei such as?C+2C, is found to generate resonance states. The
energy of these resonances can be correctly determined by the position of the peaks in the
variation of o; with incident energye [15]. The magnitude of the peak of, at a given
resonance energy critically depends upon the imaginary\bafthe potential responsible
for reaction or absorption. There is an optimum valu&/db give maximumo, at a given
resonance. That is, the manifestation of a resonance in reaction cross-section is destroyed
if the value ofwW used is away from this optimum value. Sharper resonance requires small
W and broader resonance requires laigéor their full manifestation. In a real potential
having a pocket and a barrier, the resonances at lower energies are sharper and those in
the higher energy region are broader. As different resonances require di¥féreneé has
to consider an energy-depend@h(E) for their simultaneous manifestation in the plot of
or with E over a wide range. Thus, the resultsafcan be controlled bW(E) where
some resonance peaks can be suppressed and some other can be enhanced. The results of
or thus selected by a suitable choice of energy-depeMiéhj can be taken agy  to
account for the corresponding experimental data. For the analysigodata in the case
of 12C+12C system, we use this concept of fusion and explain the oscillatory structure in
these data quite convincingly reproducing most of the prominent peaks. Further, in the
high energy region Ill mentioned earlier, the resultsogf, dropping down with energy
can be explained correctly by (E) which is decreasing with energy. Further, through
dispersion relationyW(E) gives rise to some amount of energy-dependent real potential
called polarization potential which is to be included in the real part of the OMP.

Further, the values of; ¢ in the sub-barrier region | is presented in the form of astro-
physicalSfactor. The corresponding measured data [2,7] are found oscillatory in nature
and our calculated results are good enough to account for these data. In this analysis, we
find the necessity of incorporating a soft repulsive core in the real part of the OMP. In order
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to do this one may add a teMjexp(—ar) to the usual Woods—Saxon form for the nuclear

part of the potential with two extra paramet®tsanda as is done in [2]. However, in our
present analysis we found it convenient to represent the nuclear potential by a new form
which has an in-built repulsive core. Using this form of potential along with the Coulomb
part and polarization potential obtained from dispersion relation, we analyze the elastic
differential scattering cross-section at some given energies. Having obtained a reasonable
fit to the measured data, particularly in the forward angles, we proceed to the analysis of
fusion and resonance data using the same potential. The fits to the elastic scattering data
are improved by incorporating a distortion potential in the surface region.

Using the same potential which explain the fusion and scattering data, all possible reso-
nance states in specific partial waves are searched. We find twenty such resonances and on
comparison, some of them are found close to the experimentally observed resonances in
12Cc+12¢C [16,17]. The resonances which are not reproduced by the present approach may
not be simple potential resonances.

The paper is organized in the following way. 8, we describe the OMP with a new
form of nuclear potential including energy-dependent imaginary part, dispersion relation
and the coupling term. We outline the concept of selective resonance tunneling for fusion
in §3. In §4, we present the numerical results and explanation of the respective measured
data. Section 5 contains the summary and conclusions.

2. Optical model potential

In the study of elastic scattering, fusion, etc. in nucleus—nucleus collision the phenomeno-
logical optical model potential (OMP) has the general form

U(r)=V(r)+iW(r), 1)

whereV (r) andW(r) are the real and imaginary parts of the complex potedtia). When
the potential is used in the radial Schroedinger equation, the effective potential governing
the radial motion becomes

(I + 1)h?

Ueff(r7 1) =V(r) +iw(r) + Uc(r) + ome2

)

The most commonly used form fei(r) andW(r) is the Woods—Saxon form given as

-1
V(r)=-Vya(Rar)=-Y, [1+exp<%>] with R= rO(A1/3+A;/3)’ (3)

-1
W(r) = ~Wha(R a0 = Wy | 1+exp( )| it R = (AL, @)

where the depth parameters andW,, radius parametens, andr, and the diffuseness
parameters anda, are the six OMP parameterd, andA, are the mass numbers of the
colliding particles having corresponding proton numtzgrandZ,. Similarly one uses the
following expression for the Coulomb potential:
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2,2, 2 2\
Un(r) = P (BR& —r9), if rgRC, )
© ”92 if 1> Re

whereR- = rC(Ai/3 +A;/3) andr is the Coulomb radius parameter. The last term in
the expression (2) is the centrifugal energy term witlenoting partial wave ana is the
reduced mass of the two colliding nuclei having massgandm,.

In this paper we introduce a new form for the real M) which is expressed as

{Vl—(vl—vz)pl(r), if r<R

V(r) = ,
") V,p,(r), if r>R

(6)

wherep;(r) = [costt = R] 1, n=1,2. Here the depth parameters ¥fe> 0 andV, > 0

and they decide the depths of the potential near the arigi® and at the pocket position

r =R, respectively. The slopes of the potential on either side of the pocket position are
controlled by the slope parametefsandd,. ForV, <V,, we get a repulsive core near
the origin, whereas for; =V, the form of the potential is similar to a Woods—Saxon form
discussed earlier. This is an exactly solvable potentiatfwave and it readily provides

an in-built soft repulsive core as required in various calculations [2], unlike the simple
attractive Woods—Saxon form factor.

Further, in heavy-ion scattering a distortion potential is generated in the surface region
due to the effects of coupling interaction and adiabatic transfer amongst different channels
[5]. Such a distortion or coupling potential can be represented by the double derivative of
the Woods—Saxon form of nuclear potential as recently done in ref. [18]:

VepF(F-1)

Veoup(r) = ac (1+F)37

(7)

whereF = exp((r — Rep) /acp). The parametercy, acp andRep = rep(AY/2 + AY/3) rep-
resent strength, diffuseness and range, respectively. This additional coupling term being
added to the nuclear part (6) changes the shape of the conventional Coulomb barrier and
improves the explanation of elastic scattering cross-section data significantly.

Recent works on OMP analysis [13,19] point out that there is a rapid variation of the
realV(r) and imaginaryV(r) parts of the OMP with the incident enerByin the vicinity
of the Coulomb barrier. We introduce the energy dependence of the potential along the line
suggested in ref. [19]. The general expression for energy-dependent OMP can be written
as

U(r,E) =V(r,E) +iW(r,E), (8)
where the real pai (r, E) can be expressed as a sum of two terms
V(r,E) =V(r)+AV(r,E). 9)

The energy-independent paffr) can be expressed as (6). The energy-dependent cor-
rection termAV (r,E) very often called as polarisation potential can be obtained from
the energy-dependent imaginary p®i{r,E) using dispersion relation. We factorize
W(r,E) as
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W(r, E) = _WO(E)g(Rlaalar)v (10)

whereg(R,,a,,r) is the radial form factor same as that in eq. (4). The energy-dependent
depth parameteW,(E) of the imaginary part can be taken in various forms as a function
of energy [20]. In this paper we use a linear segment (LS) form. In the LS form, we take
an expression consisting of three linear segments given as

(W, if E<Ea
W, (E,—E)+W,(E—~Ea) .
e =, if Ea<E<E,
Wp(E) = § LEEsED) i B <E<E - (11)
W, (Em—E) .
<+ if Ec<E<Em
L0, if E>Em

HereW,, W, andW, are the depth parameters and they are positive quantiigE,, Ec
andEn, are the energy parameters at the ends of the segments.

We further assume that the polarization potem\a(r, E) can be written as a product of
two factors:

AV(1,E) = AV(E) fy (1) (12)

The energy-dependent correction tefi(E) can be calculated from the dispersion rela-
tion

AVE) = (E—Ey (2 P/Go WoB) e (13)
) FoE)E-E)

whereP denotes the principal value of the Cauchy integral Bgds a reference energy
which lies in the energy domain of interest.
Using the LS form of\,;(E) given by expression (11), we obtain
E—-E E—-E
- b og b }
iV iV
E—Ec

l
|

#2311+ 1) log(1+ 1) ~ nlogn]. (1)

AV (E) =

W, —W,) [E—Ea E-Ea
m A% A%
(W —W,) {E_Eblog E-E,

m A, A,
W, {E—EC E—Em

— lo

Iog‘

E—E.
- lo
5 o)

_'_

E—-Ec
Am

E—Em
Am

log

Here, A, =E,—Ea, Ay =Ec —E,, Am=Em—Ecandn = A,/An.

This energy-dependent correction term is to be added to the nuclear potential. Assuming
the radial formf ,, (r) to be same as that ¥f(r) and replaciny, by V, + AV (E) in eq. (6)
we obtain the necessary energy-dependentreal part of OMP.

In figure 1a, we show the variation @¥(r,E) with energy at a given radial distance
r = 6.3 fm using the LS (solid line) form fow,(E) given by expression (11). The cor-
responding variation of (r,E) = V(r) + AV(r,E) with energyE = E¢ny, are shown in the
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Figure 1. (a) Variation of imaginary potentialV(r,E;m) as a function of incident
center-of-mass enerdyem at the positionr = 6.3 fm for 22C+12C reaction. Solid
line is for LS form given by eq. (11) described in the text) Yariation of real part
V(r,Ecm) =V (r) + AV (r,Ecm) with energy. Solid line is for LS form. The dashed line
represents constant value\ofr) atr = 6.3 fm.

figure 1b by a solid line. The dashed horizontal line indicates the constant val(e) @it
r=6.3fm.

In order to show the energy dependence of the real effective potential, we plotin figure 2
the variation of real part of the total effective potentiak(r,E) as a function of for| =0
at three different incident energies above and below the Coulomb barrier. It is clearly seen
that the height of the potential near the barrier is not changed much whereas the potential
is significantly changed near the pocket region. Figures 1 and 2 demonstrate the nature of
the real part of OMP that we use in our analysis.

3. Selective resonance tunneling

Using the complex optical potential described in the previous section, we solve the
Schroedinger equation numerically and find the scattering méix for eachl. The
reaction cross-sectiany is expressed as

a=3d, (15)
=0

o = k—’Z(zl +)T, (16)

T=1-IS P a7)
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Figure 2. Plot of real effective potentidl «(r,Ecm) as a function of radial separation

r atEqn = 35.35 MeV (dashed curvel:m = 15 MeV (solid curve) andé.,, = 5 MeV
(dotted curve). The potentials correspond o0 for 12C+12C system.

whereT, is a measure of transmission probability contributing to fusion for a given partial
wavel and g} indicates the partial wave reaction cross-section. One can Write a
different form as follows: We hav§ = exp(2ig, ), whereg, is the total phase shift and it is
complex due to the complex OMP. Preseni@an the form [14] cod, = Z; +iZ;, we get

— (18)
T 724 (-1
In potential scattering, there are many ways to determine the energies at which the system
resonates. In one of these methods, one may consider the positions of peaks in the variation
of ar' with the bombarding energy as resonance energies. In other words, the energy posi-
tions of the maxima of the transmission probabilifycan be taken as resonance energies
[14]. T, reaches its maximum when

Z=0
{;:—1' (19)

Evidently,Z, = 0 corresponds to the condition for resonance [14]. On the other Bargl,
related to the imaginary paW(r,E) of the OMP. Clearly, ilW(r,E) = 0, the phase shift
is real and we geZ; = 0 which givesT, = 0. Further, as demonstrated in ref. [14], even at
the resonance, the transmission probability and henée very small ifW is too large or
too small. That is, there is an optimum value| ¥ | for makingT, = 1 at the resonance.
Further, it is known that the width of the resonance is of the ordeWof as the lifetime
of the compound state inside the nuclear cetlis i/ | W |.

As a natural understanding of compound nucleus formation, one may take @art of
as the fusion cross-sectian ; [19]. In view of the above link of resonance phenomenon
with the partial wave reaction cross-section, the resulis Qfwill certainly be governed
by the resonance phenomena. In the case of a givithere are more than one resonance
states, a constant value o | may be favorable to one of them when the other states are
suppressed. Hence, to extract the fusion cross-section it is necessary to use an appropriate
energy-dependentoptical potential which can manifest the effect of resonances and identify
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Table 1. Values of parameters for the energy-dependent OMP for fusion: (a) for real
partV(r) (eq. (6)) andvs(r); (b) for imaginary parw(r,E) in the LS form (eq. (11));
(c) for coupling term (eq. (7)) withi(r).

G
\A v, d; d, R r'e
(MeV) (MeV) (fm) (fm) (fm) (fm)
35 14.8 2.9 1.07 5.45 1.6
(b)
W W, W, a, r Ea E, Ec Em
Set (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (fm) (fm) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV)
I 0.01 0.62 0.9 0.49 153 2 9 20 60
(©
Vep Acp Fep 'c
(MeV) (fm) (fm) (fm)
1.0 0.2 1.35 1.6

the reaction cross-section generated by it as fusion cross-section. Needless to say, this
fusion cross-section will be less than or equal to the corresponding reaction cross-section
generated by the full optical potential describing scattering cross-section.

4. Numerical results and discussion

We calculate the results of fusion cross-sectigp, astrophysicaS-factor, differential
scattering cross-sectiondddQ) and resonances in specific trajectories in the case of
12c+12¢ system which is an important case of light-heavy-ion reaction. The values of
the energy-dependent OMP and coupling parameters used in the present calculation are
listed in table 1.

4.1 Oscillation in fusion cross-section

In figure 3, we present our calculated resultegf as a solid curve for bombarding energy

Ecm = 7-34 MeV. These results are compared with the corresponding experimental data
(solid dots) taken from [1]. As is clearly seen, the oscillatory structure in the measured
data is explained satisfactorily by our calculated results. The important peaks in the exper-
imental data ned., = 14, 21 and 26 MeV are nicely shown by the solid curve. However,

two more prominent peaks near 9 MeV and 11 MeV shown by the solid curve do not find
measured data in this figure 3 matching with them. But, other experimental works [17]
confirm the presence of these peaks in the measured data along with several other peaks in
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Figure 3. Variation of fusion cross-sectiog, ; as a function ofcr, for thel2c+12c
system. The solid curve represents the calculated results. The solid dots representing
corresponding experimental data are obtained from ref. [1].

the energy rangE.n = 7-20 MeV. However, the overall magnitude of this experimental
fusion cross-section data [17] is found to be smaller than those shown in figure 3. Using a
smaller value of the strength of the imaginary part, we obtain our calculated results which
can explain these data from [17] in terms of average magnitude as well as prominent peaks.
It may be pointed out here that the smooth continuous curve shown along with the data in
ref. [1] is not based on theoretical calculations, but has been drawn to guide the eyes [1].
Our aim is to fitin an optimal manner the experimental data availabdg,Qiil] and elastic
scattering @/do. and in this process some sections of the resonance data get somewhat
overestimated in height, but peak positions are retained.

Further, in figure 3, we see that in the higher energy rediasm > 20 MeV) theo; ¢
data show decreasing trend and this is also nicely accounted for by our calculated results
shown by the solid curve.

4.2 Fusion cross-section S-factor

Inthe sub-barrier region of ener§ym < Vg = 5.8 MeV, g can be analyzed in the form of
cross-section factd® = Ecmay, €xp(2n), wheren is the Sommerfeld—Coulomb param-
eter. For thé?C+12C reaction, 2m = 2nZ,Z,€?/hv = 87.2/ \/Ecm(MeV). Usually, oy,

is studied in this form in nuclear astrophysics. In figure 4, we compare the experimental
data of theS-factor with our calculated results represented by a solid curve. There are two
sets of measured data shown in this figure ik®I@eV barn unit. Data indicated by solid
circles are taken from [2] and those from [7] are shown by open squares. As seen, these
data, likeoy, in the above barrier region, show oscillatory structure and our calculated
results explain this trend convincingly. Our calculated results generally fall in between the
data points obtained by Hight al [2] and Pattersoet al [7]. This is remarkable in view

of the fact that the earlier calculated resultsSgactor [2,19] fail to exhibit this oscillatory
structure. In ouSfactor calculations, we use a soft repulsive core for the nuclear part of
the OMP through the expression (6). Similar repulsive core was used in ref. [2] but with
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Figure 4. Energy dependence of the astrophys&édctor for'2C+12C reaction. The
solid curve represents the calculated results. The experimental data indicated by solid
circles are taken from ref. [2] and those indicated by open squares are from ref. [7].

an exponential form. We find that a repulsive core is very essential to account for the ex-
perimental results d&-factor particularly in the very low energy region (2—3 MeV). Thus,
fusion data at very low energy can be used to probe phenomenologically the nature of the
potential in the interior region near the origin. This is important due to the fact that elastic
scattering data are not sensitive to the potential in the deep interior side of the Coulomb
barrier.

4.3 Elastic scattering cross-section

Having obtained a satisfactory explanation of the fusion data over a wide range of energy
including theS-factor, the OMP used in the calculation is tested for the analysis of elastic
scattering data at some energies. In the phenomenological analysis, it is well-known that
the folding model with a deep potential is best suited for the analysis of differential scat-
tering cross-section @/dQ) as a function of center-of-mass anélen at given energies

in the case of systems liK€C+12C [3,6]. Even in such calculations, one has to change
the potential at each energy to give a best fit to the data. On the other hand, a shallow
OMP in the Woods—Saxon form is successful in forward angles only [3]. Our potential
given by expression (6) along with the parameters listed in table 1 is a potential in this
category and hence, we calculater(dQ) to fit the data in the forward angular region.

The coupling potential given by (7) with its parameters listed in table 1c is added to the
nuclear part given by equation (6). In figure 5, our calculated results are represented by the
solid curves. In this figure, we compare these calculated results of differential scattering
cross-section normalized to Coulomb cross-section as a function of center-of-mass angles
at several energies near the Coulomb barrier with the corresponding experimental data ob-
tained from ref. [16]. As is clearly seen, our results are close to the respective measured
data in the forward angular region. It may be mentioned here that similar fitting to the
elastic scattering data can be obtained if one uses an energy-independent, highly absorp-
tive and too deep OMP as done in ref. [16]. But, such a potential is not able to address the
oscillatory structure found in the measureg, data in the case dfC+12C system.
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Figure 5. Angular distribution of elastic scattering d2C+12C normalized to
Coulomb cross-section. Calculated results are shown by solid curves. The experimental
data points are obtained from ref. [16].

Thus, we have succeeded in explainfdg+12C fusion data and forward region scat-
tering data in an integrated way within the framework of optical model using a repulsive
potential near the origin, a coupling or distortion potential near the surface and the polar-
ization potential obtained from the dispersion relation between real and imaginary parts of
the potential originated from the energy-dependent imaginary attractive potential. Hence,
it is important to see if this potential can generate at least a part of the set of resonances
experimentally identified if*C+12C system thereby linking the resonances waiffy, os-
cillation. This we discuss in the next sub-section.

4.4Resonances generated BC+12C fusion potential

To correlate the fusion cross-sectiop, for 12c+12¢C system with the corresponding res-
onances, it is appropriate to identify the resonances generated through the peaks of the
partial wave reaction cross-sectiop as ;s IS taken as part of the total reaction cross-
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Figure 6. Variation of partial wave reaction cross-sectighas a function ofc, for

| =0,2,4, and 6 int2C+12C reaction. The strength of the imaginary pagtused in
this calculation is same as that used in the calculatian gf(see table 1).

sectiongy. Itis shown in ref. [15] that it is easier to locate and identify the resonances gen-
erated by a potential through) rather than elastic cross-section because the former does
not manifest non-resonant peaks generated by echoes and shape resonances. Experimental
fusion cross-section will contain the contributions from all partial waves and hence it is not
easy to locate resonance positions fromdhg data. Hence, each partial wave needs to be
examined carefully for the presence of resonance. We calcm,latek—’}(ZI +1)(1-15 %)
and study its variation as a function of incident energy. As stated above and also in our
recent paper [21], the energy positions of these peaks in this plot represent resonance en-
ergies. In figures 6, 7 and 8, we illustrate the variatiowpffor all evenls in the range
| = 0-18 where the strength of the imaginary part considered is same as that used for the
calculation ofa; .. From this calculation we obtain about 20 resonances from diffésent
which are listed in table 2. About 15 of these resonances are found to be very close to the
experimentally identified resonances#C+1°C reaction where about 31 such resonances
are reported in [17]. Hence, we may say that at least a substantial sub*€HdfC
resonances are potential resonances which can be incorporated in the optical potential.
Having the optical potential constructed to generate the fusion and scattering data we
find that one can obtain a number BC+12C resonances even though many resonances
found in experimental data are not generated by our potential. This should not be surprising
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Figure 7. Same as figure 6 fdr= 8, 10, 12, and 14.
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Figure 8. Same as figure 6 fdr= 16 and 18.

because it is too simplistic to expect that in the compf&d-12C collision all resonances
generated will be potential resonances. Nevertheless, our calculations here give an inte-
grated picture of fusion, resonances and scattering in the cd$€-6#°C reaction.

Pramana — J. Phys.Vol. 61, No. 1, July 2003 63



B Sahu, S K Agarwalla and C S Shastry

Table 2. Resonances observ&C+12C reaction.

| Ecm (MeV) | Ecm (MeV)
0 2.3 10 10.95
5.55 17.0
8.5
13.8
2 3.65 12 15.37
75
12.8
4 5.95 14 20.35
10.70
6 8.70 16 25.88
15.15 37.32
8 6.90 18 31.70
12.35

5. Summary and conclusions

The processes of fusion, resonances and elastic scattering f@he2C reaction are
investigated together. A close look at the experimental results of fusion cross-section
O;,s In this case reveals that the results as a function of incident energy are oscillatory
around the Coulomb barrier energy and show a decreasing trend in the very high energy
region. Further, this reaction sustains many prominent resonances in specific partial waves
[. We analyze these data within the framework of optical model potential (OMP) scattering
and reaction. In a nucleus—nucleus collision involving light—heavy ions sutfCas'“C,

12C 1160 etc. one finds a number of resonances around the barrier. The OMP used in the
analysis of such systems is generally weakly absorbing and in principle capable of gener-
ating at least a sub-set of observed resonances. The energy of a resonance state for a given
partial wavel can be identified from the position of the peaks in the plot of partial wave
reaction cross—sectioar' with the bombarding energy. It is seen that the magnitude of a
peak at the resonance depends critically upon the imaginary\paftthe potential used

in the OMP. Values o#V too large or too small destroy the peak of the resonance. Hence,
by using an energy-depend&tin the OMP we can control and select the valuesbﬁt
different energies. Adopting the concept that fusion is part of the reaction process, we use
suitablew to calculateo; and identify this with the fusion cross-sectiop,. This method

of estimatingoy, ¢ to include resonance effects may be termed as ‘selective resonance tun-
neling’ (SRT). In the process of doing this, we find that the energy-depevti&)tgives

rise to energy-dependent real potential through the dispersion relation. This is properly
incorporated in the main bulk of real part of the OMP. In the present calculation, instead
of the Woods—Saxon form, we introduce a new form of potential for the nuclear part with

a soft repulsive core in-built in it which is found necessary to generate the astrophysical
Sfactor. Based on this approach, we obtain the oscillatory structure in the measured re-
sults of fusion cross-sectiwff:pﬁ [1] correctly with all the prominent peaks in phase.
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Further, the decreasing valuesx;(f;‘pﬁ in the high-energy region are accounted for by our
calculatedo; where a decreasirjyV | with energy is found essential.

In the sub-barrier region of ener@cm = 2—6 MeV, the results otrffs)‘pﬁ presented
in the form of cross-section fact&in astrophysical studies, are also found oscillatory
and they are explained with close proximity by the corresponding results of the present
calculation. In this analysis, we find that a repulsive soft core in the potential near the
origin is highly essential. This result indicates that fusion cross-section data can be used
to predict the nucleus—nucleus potential close to origin unlike the elastic scattering data
which are sensitive in the surface region only.

The potential used to estimatg, ¢ is tested for the analysis of differential scattering
cross-section (@/dQ) data at some given energies. The scattering data are fitted well par-
ticularly in the forward angular region. By incorporating a coupling potential effective in
the surface region the explanation of the elastic data is improved. We then search all the
resonances generated by the potential used for fusion in diffsrafve find around twenty
such resonances and, on comparison, fifteen are found to be close to experimentally iden-
tified resonances reported in [16,17] where about 31 resonances are listed'&gHéC
system. The resonances which are not reproduced by our potential are likely to belong to
the processes which are more microscopic in nature.

In conclusion, we may mention that in the nucleus—nucleus collision involving light—
heavy ions where weakly absorbing potential is generally used, selecting a part of the
total reaction cross-section with the help of an energy-dependent imaginary potential in
the OMP, one can account for the experimental results of fusion cross-section with their
oscillatory structure over a wide range of energy. As the weakly absorbing potential gen-
erate resonances and the resonances can be identified through peaks in the reaction cross-
section, one can clearly understand the influence of resonances in the process of fusion in
the 12C+12C system. Thus, the oscillatory structuredp, is found to be linked to the
resonant behavior of the system in specific partial wave trajectories. Application of this
theory to other light—-heavy ion reactions is in progress.
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